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C e n a r a l l y ,  C O n S k U C t i O n  a c t i v i t i e s  i o c a t d  uithin t h e  
b o u n b r i e s  of an Operable Unit, and. speclfiralTy witt.,Ln tfie 
boundaries of an' Individual Eazardous Subs:ance Site ( y?Ss 1, have 
tha p o t e n t i a l  to re;l+nse. harprdous substances b t o  t h e :  * 

environment a e r e b y  endangering publ ic  h ~ ~ l t h  ox the,,&vironmhnt. 
Any such release m y  cls0 fnc-ease DOC" and DOE; ccxztrattor's 
C S 3 Z A  sect ion 107 ll~blllty as w e l l  as any l iabi$Ax* thnt m i G h t  -.- 
attach under common law. For this reason, p r i o r  -to csnst,uction, 

health or the -envLromu%nt, and the pctentizl %or' LnGeaseCJ 
response costs need to be assessed. 
i n t o  eccount a l l  contaninants which m y  be &leased, nctual and 
patential eqOs=re paZhxqs, acrruel a d  p o t e n t l a l  e x p s u r e  
zoates, and populations vhich nzy be ct zfsk due to emosure, 
Z?A h a s  i n i t f a t d ' d i s c J r s i o n s  w i t h  at? cities rega,-dfng such an 
arsasrzle.nt f o r  @Zion 8. He understand from these discussions 
t h a t  cor isAadion  OD the 6ivp'slon czaz1 nor th  o f  the Standley 
Lake RQS~==VO~= (wi thin  OIJ 3 )  is scheduled t o  -io in October,  
1991. To date, we h a v ~  not seen- zn assessment of the p o t e n t i d  
h w n  h e a l t h  and envizormental risks essccieted with this portion 
of Option E- .It is DOE'S rcsponsLbility t o  ensure that such En 
assessment is corrpleted and is of sufficient quality that 
conclusions about  potentizl risk =e reasonzbly ce-*&in. 

where cantaminztion is present 
plzy r-eate conU"Lions w h i c h  a r e  inconsistent w i * d  t h e  9ozis 2nd 
objectives of onqoinq CZ3CLA actzvities and which m y  p o t e n t i a l l y  
be inconsistent with the C Z X L A  reneCfzl action or BC?J. 
c s s e d f v e  action..  
evaluata &he Dotentfa1 to create can&?-dans uhi& a r e  
lncocsistent vi*& t h e  goals and objectives of onGoiag CZXcLk 
a c t i v f t L e s  end x h k h  may be i n c o n s i s t a t  x!,th m C b A  remedizl 
ad-,icnr or R C X L  corrrsctive ackiotls- In addi t ion ,  
t h e  third p z t y  c o n s t z u c t i o n  a c t i v i t i e s  a.ffecte2 by the Rocky 
Flats Supezftmd s i t e  axe IScely t o  oc- beyond the  facility 
boun6a.-Tr ve  recommend that V?Z m k o  a pma1izAnszy Oatormination, 
in-cansultation ulth-@b, of the areas-_ of czncern for 
ccrns-L=ud;ioc zckivit ies  xf thin  OU 3. Sur5 it deterrdnzt ion  W i l l  - -  - --- - -- 

d l o v  DOZ t o  f o c u s  I t s  ~QCOL-CQS o n l y  on specfflc  ;;=e;ls w i t h i n  
t h e  OD and. vi11 c l e r t  the publlc o f  DOE interest in those 
projects. 

the potential f o r  8 release, t h e  resulting inpact-s on public - 
h i s  assessxent must take 

Ccnst;-Yckion x i t h f n  an 

Fcr projects it is res?ons*le f o r l  DOE nust 

s i n c e  mort of 

Any such determination w i l l  need t o  be b2se2 on 
a i ~ t L n 9  dtta and uti l . f=:c  hiqhly ccnservativc assongtions- 

Fcr  those prcjeces w i t h i n  the i d e n t i f i e d  are;! of c3ncoIn 
wheze DQk or DOE cor.t=c&kc=s cor?ld fnccr h c = e c s e <  LiEbFlFty but 
Co not have d i r e c ,  involvement, ve recornend that DOE notify *-he 
ovners of t h o s e  properties undertzking the'  projects Of DOE' 5 
i z i t c z e s t  and e z c e r t a i n  the r i s k 3  cssoclzted w i t h  p=Qce=diny v i th  

~ n v e s = i g a t l c n / F e ~ s i S ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  Stusy.  
such pzo j ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 5 ~ - o f . - t - ~ e c t e 3 - ~ f ,  _- -__ 
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Be5.er5fng t h e  Option 3 p r o j e c t  s?eciflczlly, ETA hzs . 
. p a r a t s  concerns about cowllance uith the N a t i o n a l  
:vfronmental Policy M (ZE2A).  We txdevthnd that t h e  c f t f e s  
:ve been aCvised by DOE that as pa-z of the qat conditions for 
la poLrkkon of O p t i o n  B .which vi11 b~ fund& in Ty 9 1 ,  Vney must 
~ = f o r ; a  an av l ronmerta l  asscssaect (EA). On June 3r ) l R I  and 17, 
?A attended a series of weekly meetinqs plazned f o r  the month of 

in vhich fd.a=a.l, Ctata, and local =opresantat.iypc discussod 
=lour ~ S ? Q C ~ S  of the EA being p r e p a z d  by t h e  clgliks of 
ts4&storr Thornton,  and Xorttglenn,  in coopera*Liin xith DOE, 
3 &oca potential tnvi,-onmtntzl 2zq;id-r r e s u l c t 5  from *tho 
ivtprsion of Uoman C-aak oroand t h e  Stmdley t a k e  Resezvoir- Fzom 
isc;tsrions at the meetings, we underezod t h a t  the primtry 
C.ZZOSC of the divt=sion canal u o u d  the nortkerz pu=imetcz of 
tzndlcy L a k ~  I s  t o  isolate  S t m C l e y  Lzke from receipt of w a t e r  * 

ziq;fnttbg.on tiie Rocky F l a t s  2lmt site SO as t o  allay p u b l i c  
eaxs q i s o c l a t d  w i t h  the i z t c c o n n e c k f c n  of aL-fact  w e t c r  
zl@.na*&g on p 1 ~ 7 t  site tnd Staadley LBko. .The planned. 
mstruction gzoend-breaking date f o r  t h i s  ccozl O c t o b c  1 , 
391, necessitates t h a t  the citles submit E e~ft t n v i r o n n a t c l  
ssessmect %Q DOF, by July 7. 
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E P A  LS conce-Ted that the Eh -5 p = e p a &  by L l r e  cities 
n o t  stlf ffciently actcmplfsh key =A objeck2ves because of 
f O l ~ O ~ i q  : 

1. We understand that the scape of the f=A is t o  be Limited 
t o  *&e Standley I&e &version a n a l .  We are  c o n c s n e d  that 
s e p e n t i a g  the canal project from other  p o S L o n s  of Opclon B 
v h i d  have some level  of DOE c o d t i a e n t  my preclude 
p e r f o w g  a realistic  assessment cf the csmuli!.tive i n p c s  
rrssociated with Option B- Several of the o t 3 c  key 
c o m p n e n t s  of the comprehensive Fro jee -  =e t o  be loc2teC on 
t h e  Rocky Flats P l e n t  s i t e .  F Z G ~  a E 3 A  pejspect ive,  it i s  
deSiZZblQ that closely  r e l a t e t  proposals  w h ~ c h  essentially 
define E rin5;le C ~ T S C  of ect ior . ,  sbould be e v a l u a t d  in E 
sfnqlc -act statement. Given that the OpUon B components 

---- cclleeblvely--_will - -  serve the same purpose ( i s o l a t e .  &inking 
xeter s u p p l i e s  from th.,e-P1Znt) n d  n ~ y  result  i3 cunulZtiVe--- . 
impacts f c r  that gecqraphfc area, E A  zecsmmends t h a t  +de 
s c q e  of the proposed ZA conside= all major components. w 
b e l i e v e  this p o s i t i o n  is f u r t h e z  stlpported by Chapter VI11 
of the Drzft- Xocky Flats Surface Kate= Mznacement 
( S W V f )  vhic3 vas recently rclezsei by DOE for public 
comment. In th i s  s e c t i o n  cf t h e  c l a n ,  the inplementaticn O =  
the Q n t l r R  O p t i o n  B is Cesc-iw: t s  exceedizqly i m C r t z ? n k  
and an in tegra l  p a r t  cf tko- ove r a l l  pzoqraa cf surfzcu ---at”-r 
rana+ement nt the p l a n t .  ~ t h o u q ; 7  the SXEZ recognizes that 
rnor3itications to t h e  * -  va=.iocs ccnc:cEents of Option 6 .?TO 

p d h g z g .  of ezc:?, it also recoqriires 
thzt DOE i n t e x d s  to i m 9 l e m e n t  211 ccnpcnezTs- 
t h a t  an EA ncs: ccnsiaer t h e  e f f e c s  cf && c o r n p 3 n e n t S -  
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2 .  The fast-l-ack t ime frame sucTested to conduct the * 

zssassmant I while  W2ll-+ntecCeC, irhezpcLLly lid% the depth 
zt which envirbarnental issues nzy be identi2.led and .. 
c n a l y z e -  Dusing the recent S C O F ~ X ~  meetings,  c ~ ~ r s o z y  
C i s a s s i o n  l d e n t i f  i.ed issues suck es: vat= qual$ty inpacts 
of i n t e r c e p t o r  Canal l i s c h a z g e  L7to the ad-facenj;?”8lg Dry 
meek Basin which drzins into the South 1)Latte Fiver; air 
I q a c t s  due t o  the potential remobilization q - f p o n t ~ m h c n t s  
during c o n s ~ c u c t i o n ;  potential ceepaqe i n t o - k q u i f e r s ;  vater 
rights  issues; and impacts on open space a c t i v i t i e s -  
order to meet public  axpectttions associated with  Option B, 
t h e  purpose of the project m s t  be czrefully comunica tzd  
and identified siZ;r,i.ffcant issues m s t  be sufficiently 
analyzed in the EA t o  ensue t h + t  the s o l u t i o n  sought to 
a l l e v i a t e  w a t ~  supply ‘concerns does not, itself, czccte 
E new set of ‘proSlerns- 
is.aat a thorough s o i l  sunple analysis be cmeucted in a l l  
ereas of planned excavation . .  as p u t  of‘ $he zsressrnent. 

3. The Option B project, conceived on t h e  bilsis cf a 

+.hrRaf,Pned by Rocky F l a t s  a c t i v i t i e s  , nazlt f  c l F . i f i c a n k  
pablic hvolvernent. 
discassion t o x z d  providing t p e z i d  f o r  public disclosure 
of t h e  EA (fa. public h e a r h g c ) .  We believe-  +=hat occo.t;?a 
&eft EA becomes available f o r  reviev,  that vould servt! as 
zn zppzopriate time to s o l i c i t  p~biic coment. 

In - 
. 

Of prime j Jqor tznce  to all concerned 

. .  
, 

To d t t e ,  t h e z e  bas been no s p e c f f i c .  

.public concern that cL-inWnq wzter supplies mzy be .. .. 

. -  
Z t  is ouz belief  that  DOE, as  the lead agency for t h e  ZA, is 

xill g l a d l y  pruvidr 
rosponSfbl8 for assusing that the quality and. scope of the ‘Eh is 
st l f f lcLent  to a e t L s f y  KElh t q e d , r t i o n s .  
a q  requested assistance in ack i evhg  t h o s e  gozls. 
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Nr. Gam B a u g h m n , .  CDE/MWMD 

thyor Georqe Havorka, City of HesL35inster 
Hayor RobeZt Schultze.  City of Broonfield 
Hayor Hargaret Carpenter, Cfty of Thornton 
Hzyoz Dontld Parsons, Cl ty  of h'orthg1er-n 
Hs- Jean Jacnbux, Jefferson County 

Ns. B G b n r e  BZ*=Y, CDB/K€TU 
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